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EADER HARDWARE STORE

BRUNSWICK
MISSOURI

Special sale now on Washing Machines, Wash Boilers, high priced Graniteware. We handle Car-
penter Tools, Shelf Hardware of all kinds, Poultry Wire, Pumps at a very low prices, Sewer Pipe to be

closed out at Cost. Screen Doors and Wire. We defy all competition on Cook stoves.

souri and can

show you.

We are from ["is-

EADER HARDW ARE STORE Brunswick Ve

YOUR SUBSCRIPTION 5 OUI.

seription.

present condition.

Keytesville, Mo., April 9, 1909.

A blue mark in the above square is to indicate that your
subseription to the COURIER is more than one year in arrears,
and that unless you pay up by May 1, 1909, we will be compell-
ed, under the government post-office rules and regulations, to
discontinue the COURIER to your address.
that unless you force us to do so by neglecting to pay your sub-

This blue mark, if you do not erase it with the necessary
amount of coin, will appear on your paper for the remainder of
this month, and if we do not hear from you by that time, we
will have to drop you from our list of subscribers.

You should have more respect for your Uncle Sam, more re-
gard for your good name and credit and more consideration for
an editor’s needs than to let your subscription lapse into its

Won'’t you please do the right thing right NOW?
Yours Respectfully,

C. P. VANDIVER,

We don’t want to do

Pub. COURIER.

—

Srobate Pointers.

In the matter of the collateral
inheritance tax on the estate of
Mrs, M. S. K. Creel: Mrs. Lena
Newbold Caton is found to_ be
liable for a tax of $23.33 on an
inheritance of $466.66, and Mrs.
Nora Newbold Marr for $36.66
on an inheritance of $733.33.

In the matter of the collateral
inheritance tax on the estate of
Wilfred L. Baker: The parties
liable therefor and the amount of
gaid tax for which each is liable
is as follows: Mrs. Jennie B.
Broaddus, Mrs. »ary B. Morey
and A. G. Baker $2.60, each, on
an inheritance of $50, each,

In the matter of the oollateral
inheritance tax on the estate of
Covey Heryford: Bentley Hery-
ford, Nellie Donalson and kmma
Haskell are liable for $33, each,
on an inheritance of $666, each;
Louise Rodgers $60 and Maggie
Rodgers $25 on an inheritance of
$1,000 and $500, respectively.

On application of Fanny Shive-
ly, widow of Louis P. Shively, it
is ordered that she beand is ap-
pointed administratrix of said
Louis P. Shively’s estate. Ad-
ministratrix’s bond in the sum of
$1,500 is approved with W. D,
Ainsworth and George and John
Shively as securities. I.N.Dean
and Jas, B. O’Bryan are the
witnesses to make inventory.

The will of Mrs. Eliza Sanders
of near Salisbury, dated April 2,
1909, is aamitted to probate on
the testimony of A. W. and Miss
Laura Johnson as subscribing
witnesses. Mrs. Sanders be-
queathed all her property to her
niece, Ada Christie. J. O. Sny-
aer is named in the will as exec-
utor thereof and is so appointed
by the court. Executor’s bond
in the sum of $100 is approved
with R. P. Asburry and J. W.
Luck as securities. J, W, Griz-
zell and Moses Gunn arethe wit-
nesses to make inventory.

l..
The will of Karl Kloehn of

Chariton township, made May 12,
1903, is admitted to probate on

the testimony of H. W. and
Charles A. Kothe as sebscribing
witnesses. By the terms of the
will the testator’s daughters, Ma-
tilda, wife of Frederick Sanders,
and Louice, wife of August
Freese, both of whom had pre-
viously received $600, are be-
queathed an additional sum of
$200, each, The remainder of the
estate, real and personal, includ-
ing a 40-aore farm, is given and

bequeathed to decedent’s son,

Henry Adolph Kloehn, who is
also named as executor of the
will without bond and is so ap-
pointed by the court. H.W, and
Charles A. Kothe are the wit-
nesses to msake inventory.

. X

The will of the late A, L. Mau-
pin of Prairie Hill, bearing no
date, is admitted to probate on
the testimony of J. W. Carlstead
and Jas. E, Sears as subscribing
witnesses. After first providing
for the payment of all his lawful
debts, the sum of 81, each, is be-
gueathed to decedent’s brother,
Conlumbus Maupin, and his half
brother, Thomas Cunningham.
All of the residue of the property,
both real and personal, is be-
gueathed to testator’s beloved
wife, Lula Msaupin, during her
life or as long as she remains
single. In the event of her mar-
riage the property is to be di-
vided equally between her and
Thomas Dunlap, an adopted son,
known by the name of Thomas
Maupin. In cate Mrs. Maupin

should die while single, the said!

Thomas Dunlap becomes sole
heir to the entire estate.

Marriage Licenses.
O. L. Hardwick of Moberly and
Miss Ada Elliott of Brunswick.

Frank Hager of Atchison,Kas.,
and Miss Anna Held of Bruns-
wick, - -

rBurby Cilci:s-

Purebred S. C. Buff Orphing-
ton ohicks $15 per 100. Eggs
$1,50 per 15.

MRrs, D, M. QUICK.
Keytesville,
R.F.D.2 Mo.
Bourbon Red Turkey Eggs.

Fine Bourbon Read turkey eggs
for sale. Phone or write Mrs,
A. G, Friesz, Keytesville Mo,

CIRCUIT COURT DOCKET.

Regular May, 1909, Term at

Keytesville.
CIVIL CASES,
FIRST DAY—MONDAY, MAY 3.

1. Nancy Hayes et al vs.
Mary White et al; partition.

2. Morganza Griffen et al vs.
Albert Griffen et al; partition.

3. Eddie Vincent et al vs.
Orval Vincent et al; partition.

4. Hiram Wallace vs. Rob-
ert M. Gandy et al; appeal from
justice court.

5. Curtis Cook et al ve. W.
D. Cook et al; partilion,

6. Jennie MoGuire vs. Char-
iton County Exchange bank; suit
on account.

7. Fred Nichols vs.
Nichols; divorce.

8. First Nationalbankof Iowa
City vs. E. W. Herring; suit on
note.

9. John B. Cline vs. Mary
Cline; divorce.

10. Katie Meyer vs. J. F. W.
Meyer; divorce.

11. Riley Smith vs.
Smith; divorce.

12. J. B. Martin vs,
H. Brown; suit on note,

CRIMINAL CASES.
SECOND DAY—TUESDAY, MAY 4.

13. State of Missouri vs. Thos.
Karcher; selling liquor illegally.

14, State of Missouri vs. Thos.
Karcher; samae.

15. State of Missouri vs. Thos.
Karcher; same.

16. State of Missouri vs. Thos.
Karcher; same.

17. State of Missouri vs. Thos.
Karcher; same.

18. State of Missouri vs. Thos.
Karcher; same.

19. State of Missouri vs. Thos.
Karcher; same.

20, State of Missouri vs. Thos.
Karcher; same.

21, State of Missouri vs. R.
Huber; selling liquor illegally.

22, State of Missouri ve. R.
Huber; same.

23. State of Missouri vs. R.
Huber; same.

24, State of Missouri ve. John
Mode; aelling liquor illegally.

25. B8tate of Missouri vs, john
Mode; same.

26, State of Missouri vs. John
Mode; same,

27. State of Missouri vs. John
Mode; same.

28, State of Miesouri vs. John
Mode; same.

29, State of Missouri vs. John
Mode; same.

30. State of Missouri vs.
John Mode; same.

31. State of Missourivs. J. E,
Cempsey ; same.

32, State of Missourivs. J. E.
Dempsey ; same,

33, State of Missouri vs, J. E.
Dempsey ; same.

34, State of Missouri vs, J. E.
Dempsey ; same.

35. State of Missouri vs, J. F.
Grinstead ; same.

36, State of Missouri vs. J. F.
Grinstead ; same,

37. State of Missouri ve. T. J.
Banning; selling liquor illegally.

38, State of Missouri vs. T. J,
Banning ; same.

39, State of Missouri vs. W.
Reedy; disturbing peace.

40. State of Missouri va.
Thomas Karcher and Chas.
Palmer; keeping gaming device.

41, State of Missouri vs.
Thomas Karcher and Chas.
Palmer; same.

42, BState of

Pearl

Rosa

James

Missouri vs.

Thomas Karcher
Palmer; same.

43, State of Missouri vs,
Albert Adcock et al; conspiracy
and arson,

44. State of Missouri vs. Paul
Conrad and L. J. Roden; dis-
turbing peace—appeal.

45. State of Missouri vs. J. F.
Roling et al; disturbing peace,

TiIRD DAY— WEDNESDAY, MAY 5.
CRIMINAL CASES.

46. State of Missouri vs. L.. C.
Bowman ; obstructing public
ditoh.

47, State of Missouri
Clarence Switzer; forgery.

48. State of Missouri vs, Chria
Feitz; obstructiug public high-
way.

49, State of Missouri vs. C.
W. Hale; obtaining money under
false pretenses.

50. State of Missouri vs.
D. Cox; same.

pl. State of Missouri vs. W.
D. Cox; felonious assault.

60. State of Missouri vs. W.
D. Cox; same,

61. State of Missouri ve. Mil-
Lsrii Addis; assault with intent to
Lkill,

62. State of Missouri vs. M.
kGrl l('J‘olyer; agsault with intent to

i -

63. State of Misscuri v s.
Thomas Karcher; selling liquor
illegally.

64, State of Missouri vs. R.
A. Huber; same.

65.
Kuhler; maliciously poisoning
| cattle—parole.

66. State at relation of J. E.

and Chas,

Vv B.

w,

ney, vs. Thomas C. Bowman; in-
junction.,

CIVIL CTASES.
FOURTH DAY—THURSDAY, MaY 6.

67. First National bank of
Brunswick vs. Wm. Sanders;
debt,

68. Sarah E. Jackson vs.
Jacob Jackson; divorce.

69. J. M. Null ve. Robert M,
Smith; debt.

70. Missouri Cooper et al vs.
Mury E Wilson et al; partition.

71. Pearl Hoge vs. Margaret
Haywood et al; partition.

72. Pauline Ward et al vs.
Clark E. Ward et al; partition.

73. CharitonCounty Exchange
bank vs. O. P. Ray, administra-
tor estate of J. A. Merchant;
equity.

74. Walter-Gaston Top Co.
exparte; dissolution of partner-
ship.

74 1-2, Emma Price et al vs.
Louis Benecke, acministrator;
suit on final settlement in pro-
bate court—appeal.

75. John Bachtel et al ve, W.
L. Armstrong et al; partition.

76. Benjamin F. Vaughan vs.
Martha Vaughan; divorce.

77. Christina Hudson vs.
Green Mitchell et al; suit to cor-
rect deed.

78. Delta Reynolds,now G. S.
Wallace, vs. Oliver Shupe; at-
tachment.

FirTH DAY—FRIDAY, Mav 7.

79. Anthony Gangloff vs. T,
B. Hampton; ejectment.

80. Home Insurance Co. ve.
Wm, N. Hamilton; appeal from
justice court.

81. John W. Mahurin vs. Jos-
eph Briggs; ejectment.

82. John P. Riddell vs, Ben-
jamin Atherton et al; equity.

83. John P. Riddell vs. Mary
S.l Riddell et al; suit to quiet
title.

Anna M. Wyett et al; suit to re-
voke and set aside will.

85. Theodore Persyn vs, Susie
Dobbins et al; mandate from
Kansas City court of appeals.

86. Ida E. Allin vs. John C.
Coleman;
ocourt.

87. Celia Elizabeth Shouse vs.
Benjamin F, Shoase; divoroce.

88, Anna Epperly vs. Charles
Epperly; divorce.

89. Wm. Pitts vs.
Pitts; divorce.

90. Anna Classen vs. Lucinda
E. Smith; partition.

91. James R. Wootten et al
ve, George W. Wootten et al;
partition.

SIXTH DAY—SATURDAY, MAY 8.

92. Maggie M. Scott vs, Osa
M. Scott; divorce.

, 93. Tobe Pagevs. Lillie Page;
divorce.

94, William A. Smith vs.
Margaret L, Smith; divoroe.

95. Casandanie E. Bartholo-
mew v8., Alvin J. Bartholomew;
divoree.

96, Bertha Thurman vs.
Grover Cleveland Thurman; di-
voroe,

97. A nna Niederholtmeyer
ve. George Engel; damages.

98. I, N. Long vs. L. Kline et

Amanda

' al; suit to quiet title.

99, Dudley B8lake vs. Lulu
Blake; divorce.

100. Cora Cason vese. Sawn

| Cason ; divorce.

]
Montgomery, prosecuting attor-|

State of Misaouri vs. Wm' I 101. Howard Newman V8. Min-

nie Newman; divorce.

102. Elizabeth Duvall vs,
James W. Duvall; divorce.

103. Sadie A. Carroll vs, Ose
borne Carroll; divorce,

104, Charles H, Garner vs.
Mary Garner; divorce.

105. Virgil Nash va., Mabel C.
Nash; divorce.

106. C. M. Hopper vs. C, F.
Jackson; attachment,

107. Atterbury & Nichols vs. J.
A. Collet; mandate from Kane«
sas City court of appeals.

108, Wm. E. Hill vs, J. A.
Stender; mandate from Kansas
City court cf appeals.

SEVENTH DAY—MONDAY, MAT 10.

109. Mrs. Mollie C. Sowers vs.
Daniel Long et al, suit to quiet
title.

110. Eleanor Bondurant va,
William Edward Williams; suitto
quiet title.

111, N. L. Sterner vs. Mary
Walker; ejectment.

112, M. H., Holderman vas.
Orton Chinn; debt—appeal from
justice court.

113, Wm, Kuhlman vs. Eliza-
beth Elliott; suit to divest title.

114, Henry White vs. W. E.
Phelps; suit on contract.

115. Mary A. Merchant et al
vs. Chariton County Exchange
bank; equity.

116. O. P. Ray, administrator
estate ofjLewis Lisle, vs. Jennie
Kilpatrick; ejectment.

117. Board of missions of
Missouri conference of M. E.
church, South, vs. Chariton
County Exchange bank; debt.

118, Ruby McCune, by next
friend, vs. Atchison, Topeka &
Santa Fe Railroad Co.; damages,

119. L. N. Dempsey vs. John
Dorrance; debt.

120. Milford A. Hunt vs. Flora
E. Hunt; divorce.

121. J. B. Zimmerman V8
Joseph Hooper et al; injunction.
Black Lanshang Eggs.

For sale at 35 cts. per setting
of 15 or $2 per hundred.
J. L. BENNETT,

84, Eimer Atherton et al vs. i R. F. D. No. 1 Keytesville, Mo.

appeal from justice

WE ARE READY

L4 - ays alpe ags - alge

To supply your wants
with strictly (first-
class Groceries at all

CALL AND SEE U

We guarantee satisfaction

in both price and quality.

Highest Market Price

FOR ALL YOUR PRODUCE.
EARNESBTLY SOLICIT YOUR
PATRONAGE.

Phone 74. EEYTESVILLE, hOD

WE

Roll of Homnor.

Owing to the fact that the
editor of the COURIER has been
making a hand in the job depart-
ment as well as getting out copy
for the past 10 days our roll of
-honor is much more abbreviated
this week than usual as we
haven’t had time to do any out-
side hustling. Nevertheless the
following friends have either be-
come new subscribers or have
renewed their subsoription sinoce

our last issue. May heaven bleas
’em:

NEW SUBBCRIBERS,

Len Hepworth, W. B. Young,
8. F. Gordon.

RENEWALS.

W. F. Basse,

Mrs. W. R. Adams,
J.I. Crossland,

W. F. Zimmerman,
L. F. Bennett,

J. V. Eahler,

J. J. Coy.,

C. W. Ballew,
Charles BIM|

H. A. Potts,

Ollie Fitzpatrick,
E. R. Heisel,

Mrs. W. C. Brandt,
J. 0. Vancse,

A.R. Kelllson,
George M. Foster,
Mrs. C. R. Funk

Frank A. Stender,
J. P. Coy,
W. J. Trueblood.

Cupid’s i:onquesu.

MILLER-WALTER:—A nuptial -
event in which the people of
Keytesville and vicinity felt much
interest was solemnized at the
Presbyterian church in this ci
Wednesday afternoon, April 21,
1909, at 4 o’clock when Blair
Miller of the well-known local
dry goods firm of Blair Miller &
Co, led Miss Lena Walter to the
hymeneal altar. The church was
beautifully decorated in Scotoh
lilies, apple and pear blossoms
and ferns, The wedding maroch
was played by the bride’s sister,
Miss Katie Walter, and Messrs.
Homer P. Mitchell and B. F.
Brewer, Jr., served in the capao=
ity of ushers. The bride pre-
sented a lovely picture in a beaus«
tiful and very becoming travel-
ing costume of blue cloth with
hat to match. The bridegroom
was clad in regulartion black.
The marriage ceremony was per=
formed by Rev. Frano. Mitchell
in that gentleman’s usually im-=
pressive, graceful and filicitous
manner, after which the bridal
couple drove to the Keytesville
gtation and boarded the 4:44 p.
m. train for St. Louis where they
will spend several days. The
bride is one of Keytesville’s fair—
est and most accomplished
daughters, while the bridegroom
is known and appreciated for his
true worth as a thorough gentle—
man and splendid citizen. The
COURIER joins their many friends
in extending congratulations and
best wishes for their future hap=
piness, peace and prosperity.




